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THE RELATION BETdiXN VERElAL ATTITUDE AND OVERT BE;HAVIOR: 
A PUBLIC OPINION APPLICATION 
Abstract 
The discrepancy between verbal a t t i t ude  and overt behavior has 
immediate relevance t o  both public opinion research and public policy, 
but there  has been l i t t l e  attempt t o  study t h e  problem with a "natural 
population" i n  a public opinion context. T h i s  paper reviews conceptual 
issues from the  attitude-behavior l i t e r a t u r e  and applies them t o  a public 
opinion, voting sett ing. It i s  argued (a )  t h a t  a large proportion of 
white Americans seldom or never experience a personal encounter with .blacks, 
thus r e s t r i c t ing  t h e i r  r e a l i s t i c  behavior orientations and overt behavior 
toward blacks largely t o  the  policy sphere, and (b) tha t  many of t h e  key 
issues d iscussedin  voting studies can be subsumed under the  more general 
concerns of the  attitude-behavior l i t e ra tu re .  Using data  from t h e  SRC 1968 
President ial  Election Survey, the  paper focusses on the  process by which 
affect ive feelings and action orientation toward blacks are  t ranslated i n t o  
affective feelings, action orientation (voting intention),  and overt 
behavior (voting decision) toward George Wallace, an independent president ial  
candidate with a strong ant i -civi l  r igh t s  campaign p la t  form. 
THE RELATION BETWEEN VERBAL ATTITUDE AND OVERT BEHAVIOR: 
A PUBLIC OPINION APPLICATION. 
The long debate over t h e  observed discrepancy between ve rba l  a t t i t u d e  and 
over t  behavior has been of p a r t i c u l a r  i n t e r e s t  t o  s tudents  of in te r -e thn ic  
a t t i t u d e s  ,' who have been predominantly motivated by a s t rong s o c i a l  problems 
o r i e n t a t i o n  and a d e s i r e  t o  a s s e s s  the  relevance of negat ive  (and p o s i t i v e )  
in te r -e thn ic  a t t i t u d e s  f o r  t h e  implementation of p o l i c i e s  harmful o r  b e n e f i c i a l  
t o  t h e  ob jec t  group. While almost a l l  of t h e  empirical  s t u d i e s  of t h e  d i s -  
crepancy between in te r -e thn ic  a t t i t u d e  and discriminatory behavior have been 
e i t h e r  f i e l d  o r  labora tory  experiments performed on s e l e c t  sub-groups, t h i s  
paper a t tempts  t o  analyze t h e  problem with a cross-sect ional  sample wi th in  t h e  
context  of a p o l i t i c a l  event r equ i r ing  ind iv idua l s  t o  t r a n s l a t e  t h e i r  
personal  a t t i t u d e s  and p r i o r i t i e s  i n t o  a p o l i t i c a l  decision.  
Voting da ta  from a n a t i o n a l  opinion p o l l  a r e  i n t e r e s t i n g  i n  t h i s  
research  context  f o r  s e v e r a l  reasons. F i r s t ,  while t h e  genera l  problem of t h e  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  between a t t i t u d e  and behavior has d i r e c t  implicat ions f o r  both  
publ ic  opinion research  and publ ic  policy,  t h e r e  has been very l i t t l e  a t tempt  
t o  s tudy t h e  problem wi th  a "natura l  population" i n  a public  opinion context  
(a recent  innovative exception i s  Brannon, e t  a l . ,  1973). Second, while most 
empir ica l  s t u d i e s  of t h e  at t i tude-behavior  discrepancy have u t i l i z e d  measures 
of behavior involving face-to-face encounters and/or some kind of personal  
involvement wi th  the  o b j e c t  group, a l a r g e  proport ion of white Americans 
never have an opportunity t o  a c t  out  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  toward blacks i n  such 
s e t t i n g s .  Because black Americans c o n s t i t u t e  no more than 10 percent  of t h e  
t o t a l  populat ion of the  United S t a t e s ,  many white Americans r a r e l y  o r  never 
have personal  contac t  wi th  blacks,  e spec ia l ly  s ince  blacks a r e  not  evenly 
d i s t r i b u t e d  geographical ly throughout t h e  country. Even among those  whi tes  
sharing t h e  same general  geographical loca t ion  a s  s u b s t a n t i a l  black minori t ies ,  
' many r a r e l y  o r  never have t h e  opportunity t o  engage i n  s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n  
wi th  blacks, apar t  from i n t e r a c t i o n  of t h e  most s u p e r f i c i a l  s o r t ,  such a s  
shar ing t h e  same subway o r  bus, passing i n  t h e  s t r e e t ,  and so  on. For such 
white Americans, r e a l i s  t i c  behavior o r i e n t a t i o n s  and over t  behavior toward 
blacks w i l l  be r e s t r i c t e d  l a r g e l y  t o  t h e  pol icy  sphere. A t h i r d  reason f o r  
examining publ ic  opinion vot ing d a t a  from t h e  perspect ive  of t h e  a t t i t u d e -  
behavior l i t e r a t u r e  is t h a t  repeated observations found i n  t h e  vot ing 
l i t e r a t u r e  of a  poor c o r r e l a t i o n  between respondent 's ideology and vot ing 
choice have pa ra l l e led  much of the discussion i n  t h e  at t i tude-behavior debate 
about t h e  discrepancy between ve rba l  a t t i t u d e  and over t  behavior. Examination 
of voting d a t a  i n  t h e  context  of t h i s  debate thus f a c i l i t a t e s  an in tegra t ion  
of ideas  from two separa te  but  o f t en  complementary sources. Spec i f i ca l ly ,  i t  
i s  suggested t h a t  t h e  a c t  of t r a n s l a t i n g  p o l i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e s  i n t o  a  voting 
dec i s ion  can be subsumed under the,more general  problem area  of t h e  re la t ion-  
ship  between a t t i t u d e  and behavior. 
This paper begins with a  b r i e f  review of t h e  major c o n c e p t u a l ~ i s s u e s  
ra i sed  i n  t h e  long debate over the  re la t ionsh ip  between a t t i t u d e  and behavior, 
along with a  d iscuss ion of complementary formulations from t h e  vot ing l i t e r a -  
t u r e  (see Wicker [I9691 and Liska [1974] f o r  more d e t a i l e d  reviews of t h e  
attitude-behavior l i t e r a t u r e ) .  This is followed by an  attempt t o  analyze 
these  i ssues ,  using data  from t h e  1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  Elect ion Survey (con- 
ducted by t h e  Survey Research Center of t h e  Universi ty of Michigan) t o  examine 
t h e  r e l a t i o n  between a t t i t u d e  toward blacks and reac t ion  t o  a  p r e s i d e n t i a l  
candidate wi th  an a n t i - c i v i l  r i g h t s  campaign. platform. 
~ a P i e r e ' s  conclus ion  (1934) t h a t  t h e  poor p r e d i c t i v e  power of v e r b a l  
a t t i t u d e s  t o  o v e r t  behavior  r ende f s  an  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  former phenomenon 
f u t i l e  and mis leading  has  been r e j e c t e d  by most r e s e a r c h e r s  of t h e  problem. 
Ins t ead ,  ~ e i s s b e r g ' s  comment t h a t  "An a t t i t u d e ,  no ma t t e r  how conceived, i s  
simply one of t h e  terms i n  t h e  complex r e g r e s s i o n  equat ion  w e  u s e  t o  p r e d i c t  
behavior" (1965:424) r e f l e c t s  an  approach t h a t  has  been appl ied  by many re- 
s e a r c h e r s  i n  t h e  a r e a  t o  i n t e g r a t e  a t t i t ude -behav io r  d i sc repanc ie s  i n t o  
a t t i t u d e  theory.  This  t ype  of approach i s  a l s o  common i n  t h e  vo t ing  litera- 
t u r e .  Some r e s e a r c h e r s  i n  t h i s  a r e a  have i n f e r r e d  t h a t  t h e  d iscrepancy  
between measured a t t i t u d e s  on p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s  and v o t i n g  choice  makes t h e  
s tudy  of such a t t i t u d e s  i n  mass pub l i c s  f r u i t l e s s  (e.g., Hennessey, 1972).  
However, a more . f requent  argument has  been t h a t  t h e  discrepancy does n o t  
imply t h a t  v o t e r s  are i r r a t i o n a l ,  bu t  r a t h e r  t h a t  a t t i t u d e s  on p o l i t i c a l  
i s s u e s  c o n s t i t u t e  only  one of many f a c t o r s  i n f luenc ing  vo t ing  (and o t h e r  
p o l i t i c a l )  behavior  (e.g., Shapiro, 1969; Wilker and Milbrath,  1972). We w i l l  
review f o u r  f a c t o r s  t h a t  have been introduced a s  i n f l u e n t i a l  i n  t h e  r e l a t i o n -  
s h i p  between a t t i t u d e  toward a n  o b j e c t  and behavior  toward t h a t  ob jec t .  
1. Conceptua l iza t ion  of a n  a t t i t u d e .  While t h e  term "a t t i t ude"  has  been 
def ined  i n  a v a r i e t y  of ways, t h e  most common d e f i n i t i o n  d i v i d e s  an  a t t i t u d e  
i n t o  t h r e e  components, cogn i t i ve ,  a f f e c t i v e ,  and cona t ive  (Katz and S t o t l a n d ,  
1959; Krech, e t  al . ,  1962; Cook and S e l l t i z ,  1964; Greenwald, 1968:363; 
Summers, 1970:2). Following t h i s  model, a n  e t h n i c  a t t i t u d e  i s  a l s o  commonly 
def ined  a s  comprising t h r e e  elements:  (a )  b e l i e f s  about  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  
of a n  e t h n i c  group; (b) a f e e l i n g  of l i k e  o r  d i s l i k e  f o r  t h e  group; and (c) 
a behav io ra l  p r e d i s p o s i t i o n  toward t h e  group, both i n  personal  face-to-face 
s i t u a t i o n s  and i n  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward s o c i a l  customs and p o l i t i c a l  p o l i c i e s  
t h a t  a f f e c t  t h e  well-being .of the  object-group (Harding, e t  a l . ,  1968:4). 
The only one of these  a t t i t u d i n a l  components t h a t  impl ies  behavior is  t h e  
ac t ion-or ienta t ion component (Katz and Stot land,  1959; Fishbein,  1967; 
Fendrich, 1967a; Ehrl ich,  1969). 
The t h r e e  components of an a t t i t u d e  need not- be p e r f e c t l y  associated wi th  
one another,  and indeed, t h e  conative dimension is  regarded a s  s e n s i t i v e  t o  
extraneous f a c t o r s  i n  t h e  individual ' s  pe r sona l i ty  and environment a s  we l l  a s  
t o  t h e  cogni t ive  and a f f e c t i v e  a t t i t u d i n a l  'dimensions (Merton, 1949; Jackman, 
1973). Fur ther ,  wi th in  t h e  conative dimension i t s e l f ,  v a r i a t i o n  i n  responses 
is expected a s  one moves from general p r i n c i p l e s  of a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  t o  
var ious  s p e c i f i c  app l i ca t ions  of those p r i n c i p l e s  (Prothro and Grigg, 1960), 
a r e f l e c t i o n  of t h e  individual ' s  considerat ion of unique contextual  f a c t o r s  
(see, e.g.,  Schuman, 1972). Similarly,  s t u d i e s  i n  t h e  vot ing l i t e r a t u r e  have 
t r e a t e d  vot ing i n t e n t i o n s  (behavioral p red i spos i t ions  toward p o l i t i c a l  candi- 
da tes)  a s  s e n s i t i v e  t o  t h e  conceptually d i s t i n c t  cogn i t ive  and a f f e c t i v e  
dimensions of an a t t i t u d e  toward a p o l i t i c a l  candidate,  a s  w e l l  a s  t o  o the r  
personal i ty  and environmental f a c t o r s  (see, e.g., Campbell, et  a l . ,  1960; 
Almond and Verba, 1963; Shapiro, 1969). Thus, an empirical  examination of 
the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between a t t i t u d e  and behavior should recognize t h e  s t ruc-  
t u r a l  complexity of t h e  a t t i t u d e  i t s e l f .  
2. Trans la t ion  d i f f i c u l t i e s .  A second f a c t o r  modifyingathe re la t ionsh ip  
between a t t i t u d e  and behavior is  the  a v a i l a b i l i t y  of a c l e a r  way f o r  the  
a t t i t u d e  t o  be expressed i n  behavior ( T i t t l e  and H i l l ,  1967; Ehrl ich,  1969). 
I n t e r - r a c i a l  contacts  f requent ly  involve p a r t i c i p a n t s  who have never, o r  
r a r e l y ,  been i n  such a s i t u a t i o n  before ( for  examples, see Williams, 1964: 
318-31). Consequently, uncertainty about how t o  behave is maximized a s  t h e  
p a r t i c i p a n t s  at tempt t o  cope with a s i t u a t i o n  i n t o  which they have not been 
soc ia l i zed .  And f o r  t h e  l a r g e  number of white Americans who never have any 
involvement wi th  blacks,  t h e  opportunity t o  t r a n s l a t e  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  toward 
blacks i n t o  personal  a c t s  of behavior does not  e x i s t  a t  a l l .  Thus, t h e  type  
of behavior most a v a i l a b l e  t o  many white c i t i z e n s  t o  express t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  
toward b lacks  may be p o l i t i c a l  behavior d i r e c t e d  impersonally toward t h e  
group' a s  a  whole; and t h e  type of p o l i t i c a l  behavior employed most f r equen t ly  
by Americans i s  t h e  vote.  
The vo t ing  context  i s  a l s o  a f ami l i a r  one t o  most Americans, one t h a t  
occurs a t  r egu la r  i n t e r v a l s  and t h a t  i s  always preceded by much advance 
not ice .  However, one c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of t h e  vot ing  context  t h a t  exemplif ies  
the  more genera l  problem of ignorance of behavioral  oppor tun i t i e s  t o  express 
a t t i t u d e s  is t h e  tendency of many voters  t o  make an "incorrect"  vot ing  choice  
on the  b a s i s  of misinformation about t h e  issue-stance of t h e  p a r t i e s  and 
candidates. Data from t h e  vot ing  l i t e r a t u r e  show wide within-party v a r i a t i o n  
and small between-party d i f fe rences  i n  ideology among pa r ty  suppor ters  i n  
mass publ ics  coupled wi th  much sharper between-party d i f fe rences  among p a r t y  
l eaders  (McClosky, et a l . ,  1960). This suggests  t h a t  many v o t e r s  l a c k  
s u f f i c i e n t  information t o  make an accura te  t r a n s l a t i o n  from t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  
a t t i t u d e s  t o  p o l i t i c a l  behavior, a  problem of c e n t r a l  concern i n  t h e  vot ing  
l i t e r a t u r e  (e.g., Campbell, e t  a l . ,  1960; Converse, 1964; Wilker and 
Milbrath, 1972). Some s tuden t s  of voting behavior have observed t h a t  t h e  
f a i l u r e  of many p o l i t i c a l  candidates t o  t ake  an unambiguous i s s u e  s tance  i s  
one f a c t o r  con t r ibu t ing  t o  t h e  i n a b i l i t y  of many v o t e r s  t o  express t h e i r  
p o l i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e s  accura te ly  i n  voting choice (e.g.,  Downs, 1957; Edelman, 
1964:22-43; Page and Brody, 1972). Where t h e r e  i s  n o t  a  c l e a r  d i f f e rence  
between p o l i t i c a l  candidates,  an opportunity f o r  t h e  publ ic  t o  t r a n s l a t e  
t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e s  i n t o  an appropr ia te  vo t ing  dec i s ion  has beenwithheld. 
3. S i t u a t i o n a l  f a c t o r s .  The in f luence  of two a s p e c t s  of t h e  environment have 
f r e q u e n t l y  been discussed:  normative p r e s s u r e s ,  and competing s t i m u l i .  
Merton (1940) drew a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of normative p re s su res  on t h e  
s e l e c t i o n  of a n  a c t  of behavior ,  and he  l a t e r  p red ic t ed  d i f f e r e n t  p robab i l i -  
t ies of d i sc r imina to ry  behavior  toward b l acks ,  a t  any given a t t i t u d i n a l  
l e v e l ,  i n  r e g i o n s  of t h e  country d i f f e r i n g  i n  t h e i r  p r e v a i l i n g  normative 
c l i m a t e s  (1949). S imi l a r  and e labora ted  arguments about  t h e  r e g u l a t o r y  
p o t e n t i a l  o f  normative p re sau res  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  d i f f e r e n t  environmental 
c o n t e x t s  have been made by Campbell (19631, Yinger (19651, Fendrich (1967b), 
F i shbe in  (1967), Ehr l i ch  (1969), Katz and Gurin (1969), Warner and DeFleur 
(1969), Wicker (1969; 1971),  Acock and DeFleur (1972), and Green (1972). 
Data from a v a r i e t y  of experimental  con tex t s  (e.g., Fendrich, 1967b; Warner 
and DeFleur, 1969; Wicker, 1971; Acock and DeFleur, 1972; Green, 1972) have 
provided evidence suppor t ing  t h e s e  arguments. However, d a t a  from a pub l i c  
op in ion  con tex t  repor ted  by Brannon, e t  a l .  (1973) i n d i c a t e  t h a t  perceived 
s t a n c e  of neighbors  on open housing had no e f f e c t  on cons is tency  between 
respondent ' s  own o r i e n t a t i o n  on t h a t  i s s u e  and a c t u a l  behavior  s ign ing  a 
p e t i t i o n  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h a t  o r i e n t a t i o n .  
3 
S i t u a t i o n s  a l s o  vary  i n  t h e i r  p rov i s ion  of competing s t i m u l i ,  which may 
emanate from t h e  s p e c i f i c  con tex tua l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  a t t i t u d e - o b j e c t  
o r  from o t h e r  v a r i a b l e s  p re sen t  i n  t h e  s i t u a t i o n .  While a n  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  
a t t i t u d e  toward an  o b j e c t  is usua l ly  measured i n  i s o l a t i o n ,  i n  a behavior  
con tex t  t h e  a t t i t u d e  o b j e c t  i s  enmeshed i n  a n  a r r a y  of competing s t i m u l i  t h a t  
a l s o  a c t i v a t e  e s t a b l i s h e d  b e l i e f s ,  f e e l i n g s ,  and a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n s  i n  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  (Rokeach, 1967; Hyman, 1969; T a r t e r ,  1969).  
While t h e  a c t  of vo t ing  is  comparat ively p r i v a t e ,  t hus  reducing t h e  
impact of more o v e r t  environmental p re s su re s ,  i t  is s t i l l  s u s c e p t i b l e  t o  t h e  
more s u b t l e  influences of t h e  prevai l ing  normative c l imate  surrounding t h e  
individual .  Students of vot ing behavior have a l s o  regarded competing 
s i t u a t i o n a l  s t i m u l i  a s  i n f l u e n t i a l ,  invoking t h e i r  inf luence  t o  help  account 
f o r  the  poor f i t  between respondent 's a t t i t u d i n a l  s tance  on t h e  l e f t - r i g h t  
continuum and t h a t  of h i s  preferred  pa r ty  o r  candidate. I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  i t  
has been pointed out  t h a t  t h i s  continuum is not the  only one on which e i t h e r  
p a r t i e s ,  candidates, i s sues ,  o r  vo te r s  vary, and t h a t  v o t e r s  may adopt p a r t y  
o r  candidate preferences on t h e  b a s i s  of cross-cutt ing concerns such a s  those  
stemming from urban vs. r u r a l  i n t e r e s t s  o r  r e l i g i o u s  d i f fe rences  (Converse, 
1966). More general ly,  Shapiro (1969) and Wilker and Milbrath (1972) have 
argued t h a t  issue-stance (on any of the  above continua) i s  but  one of many 
f a c t o r s  coloring an ind iv idua l ' s  psychological f i e l d  during an e l e c t i o n  
campaign. Shapiro (1969:1118) has argued t h a t  r a t i o n a l i t y  should be con- 
ceived "in terms of a dec i s iona l  ca lculus  and t h e  in te r - re la t ionsh ips  between 
perceptions and experience" without making "presuppositions about t h e  par- 
t i c u l a r  values and subs tan t ive  information re levant  t o  decisions." Applying 
t h i s  approach t o  voting da ta ,  he concluded t h a t  v o t e r s  may be s e n s i t i v e  t o  
t h e  par ty  a f f i l i a t i o n  of t h e  candidate, t h e  candidate 's  personal  q u a l i t i e s ,  
o r  t h e  opinions of o t h e r s  whom they admire o r  respect ,  a s  w e l l  a s  t o  t h e  
issue-stance of t h e  candidate. 
A s  with any behavior, t h e  voting s i t u a t i o n  presents  t h e  individual  wi th  
an a r r a y  of s t i m u l i  and normative pressures among which (s)he must choose i n  
s e l e c t i n g  t h e  most appropr ia te  a c t  of behavior. While a measure of t h e  
individual ' s  ac t ion  o r i e n t a t i o n  incorporates p a r t  of h i s l h e r  s e n s i t i v i t y  t o  
o the r  (known) re levant  a spec t s  of t h e  s i t u a t i o n  (see Fendrich, 1967a), t h e  
individual  is  unable t o  a n t i c i p a t e  f u l l y  e i t h e r  t h e i r  presence o r  t h e i r  
influence. 
4. Extraneous a t t i t u d i n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  Katz and Gurin (1969:371-2) have 
in t roduced  t h r e e  a t t i t u d i n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  a p a r t  from those  u s u a l l y  
measured e x p l i c i t l y ,  t h a t  can  in f luence  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  of a given a t t i t u d e  
being t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  behavior  by he lp ing  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  s o r t  through t h e  
m u l t i p l e  s t i m u l i  i n  a behavior  s i t u a t i o n :  t h e  c e n t r a l i t y  of t h e  a t t i t u d e  i n  
t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  gene ra l  a t t i t u d e  s t r u c t u r e ,  i ts  s p e c i f i c i t y  o r  g e n e r a l i t y ,  
and '  i ts  i n t e n s i t y .  C e n t r a l  a t t i t u d e s  a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  be  aroused,  gene ra l  
a t t i t u d e s  a r e  app l i ed  more i n d i s c r i m i n a t e l y  than  s p e c i f i c  ones,  and i n t e n s e  
a t t i t u d e s  a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  be t r a n s l a t e d  a c c u r a t e l y  i n t o  behavior  whenever 
aroused.  
The r o l e  of a l l  t h r e e  of t h e s e  a t t i t u d i n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  has  been 
recognized i n  t h e  v o t i n g  l i t e r a t u r e  i n  complementary formula t ions .  The 
important  r o l e  of p a r t y  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  i n  p r e d i c t i n g  v o t i n g  choice  (Campbell, 
et a1 1960) exempl i f ies  t h e  impact of t h e  a t t i t u d i n a l  s p e c i f i c i t y / g e n e r a l i t y  --- 9 
v a r i a b l e  i n  i t s  sugges t ion  t h a t  many v o t e r s  hold a very  gene ra l i zed  a t t i t u d e  
toward a l l  Democratic o r  Republican candida tes ;  o t h e r  v o t e r s  hold more 
s p e c i f i c  i d e a s  about  what kind of Democrats and Republicans they  l i k e  o r  d i s -  
l i k e  and such v o t e r s  may be more w i l l i n g  t o  c r o s s  p a r t y  l i n e s  i n  making t h e i r  
v o t i n g  dec is ion .  A t t i t u d i n a l  c e n t r a l i t y  and i n t e n s i t y  have been d iscussed  i n  
t h e  vo t ing  l i t e r a t u r e  i n  terms of t h e  formation of p r i o r i t i e s  by t h e  v o t e r  as 
he  approaches h i s  v o t i n g  dec i s ion ,  s o r t i n g  through t h e  m u l t i t u d e  of s t i m u l i  
bombarding him and s e l e c t i n g  those  s a l i e n t  t o  h i s  most c e n t r a l  and in t ense ly -  
he ld  concerns.  Voters  form t h e i r  cand ida t e  p re fe rences  on t h e  b a s i s  of 
t h e i r  agreement of disagreement wi th  t h e  cand ida t e s '  s t a n d s  on i s s u e s  t h a t  
are most important  t o  them. A l t e r n a t i v e l y ,  i f  a v o t e r  does not  f e e l  s t r o n g l y  
about  any p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s  (Converse, 1964),  o r  i f  ( s ) h e  f e e l s  t h a t  cand ida t e s  
do no t  vary  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  on s u b j e c t i v e l y  important  p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s  (Page and 
Brody, 1972), o ther  q u a l i t i e s  of t h e  candidates o r  o ther  cues from t h e  
v o t e r ' s  environment may become more s a l i e n t  a s  guides i n  s e l e c t i n g  among 
candidates. 
I I 
Four f a c t o r s  have been out l ined tha t  should be considered i n  t h e  
re la t ionsh ip  between a t t i t u d e  and behavior. I n  attempting t o  analyze those  
i s s u e s  empirical ly,  the  Survey Research Center 's  1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  E lec t ion  
Survey provides da ta  t h a t  a r e  espec ia l ly  i n t e r e s t i n g .  
F i r s t ,  while t h e  survey provides no d a t a  on b e l i e f s  about blacks,  i t  
does conta in  items tapping a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  and ac t ion  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward 
blacks,  a s  w e l l  a s  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward p r e s i d e n t i a l  candidates,  be- 
hav io ra l  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward the  candidates (voting in ten t ion) ,  and a c t u a l  
behavior toward t h e  candidates (post-elect ion r e c o l l e c t i o n  of vot ing choice) .  
These da ta  f a c i l i t a t e  a  step-by-step examination of t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of 
personal  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward blacks i n t o  broad p r inc ip les  of pol icy  
o r i e n t a t i o n  toward blacks,  then i n t o  o r i e n t a t i o n  on s p e c i f i c  p o l i c i e s  toward 
blacks, and then in to  a f f e c t i v e  fee l ings  toward an a n t i - c i v i l  r i g h t s  pres i -  
d e n t i a l  candidate, voting in tent ion,  and f i n a l l y ,  a c t u a l  vot ing choice. 
Second, George wal lace ' s  s t rong a n t i - c i v i l  r i g h t s  platform i n  t h e  1968 
p r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n  campaign provided white Americans with an unusually 
v i s i b l e  opportunity t o  express t h e i r  a t t i t u d e  toward blacks i n  an a c t  of -- 
p o l i t i c a l  -- behavior, while t h e  context i s  a fami l i a r  one i n  which most 
c i t i z e n s  know t h e  mechanics of t h e  a c t  of behavior expected of them. 
Third, t h e  data  al low f o r  a  p a r t i a l  a n a l y s i s  of t h e  r o l e  of s i t u a t i o n a l  
f a c t o r s  i n  shaping t h e  a c t  of behavior: (a) Wallace's independent candidacy 
l eads  t o  t h e  expectat ion t h a t  i s sues  should be r e l a t i v e l y  important i n  
determining support f o r  him s ince  h i s  l ack  of a f f i l i a t i o n  with e i t h e r  of t h e  
two major p a r t i e s  precludes a t t r a c t i o n  on t h e  b a s i s  of a powerful a l t e r n a t i v e  
st imulus,  p a r t y  l o y a l t y ;  and (b) t h e  da ta  provide information on whether 
respondents were r a i s e d  i n  t h e  South o r  t h e  non-South, an  e s p e c i a l l y  appro- 
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p r i a t e  d i s t i n c t i o n  because of both the  South 's  long t r a d i t i o n  of more over t  
support  of d iscr iminatory  behavior toward b lacks  and wal lace ' s  a s soc ia t ion  
wi th  (non-racial) Southern s t imul i .  F i n a l l y ,  t h e  da ta  a l s o  f a c i l i t a t e  
p a r t i a l  cons idera t ion  of t h e  impact of extraneous a t t i t u d i n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  
on t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between a t t i t u d e  and behavior. While we have no informa- 
t i o n  on t h e  c e n t r a l i t y  of the  respondent 's a t t i tude  toward blacks,  t h e  da ta  
do provide a measure of t h e  i n t e n s i t y  of t h e  respondent 's  a t t i t u d e  toward 
blacks.  Fur ther ,  s i n c e  both the  a t t i t u d e  and behavior measures a r e  d i rec ted  
toward blacks a s  a c l a s s ,  t h e  problem of t h e  g e n e r a l i t y  o r  s p e c i f i c i t y  of 
t h e  respondent 's  a t t i t u d e  toward 'blacks is l a r g e l y  avoided. 
The 1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  Elec t ion  survey which i s  used i n  t h i s  ana lys i s  . 
w a s  co l l ec ted  by t h e  Survey Research Center of the  Univers i ty  of Michigan i n  
two phases; one  p r i o r  t o ,  and one af t e r  t h e  e l e c t i o n ,  It was administered 
t o  an  area-probabi l i ty  sample of the  a d u l t  populat ion of the  United S ta tes , .  
s t r a t i f i e d  by age and sex a t  the  block l e v e l .  The sample has a bas ic  N of 
4 1,543 ; t he  a n a l y s i s  repor ted  here  excludes non-white respondents, leaving an 
N of 1,366. - 
The a n a l y s i s  begins wi th  an examination of t h e  zero-order c o r r e l a t i o n s  
between each of t h r e e  i n d i c a t o r s  of a t t i t u d e  toward blacks and a f f e c t i v e  
f e e l i n g s ,  behavioral  predispos i t ion ,  and over t  behavior toward George Wallace. 
Our t h r e e  measures of a t t i t u d e  toward b lacks  inc lude  t h e  Temperature Toward 
Blacks s c a l e  ( a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward b lacks ) ,  t h e  Segregationism s c a l e  
(generalized pol icy  o r i e n t a t i o n ) ,  and t h e  Government Action s c a l e  (applied 
pol icy  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward blacks) .  The wording and scor ing  of these  th ree  
s c a l e s  and t h e  Temperature Toward Wallace s c a l e  i s  given i n  t h e  Appendix. 
The In ten t ion  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace and self-reported a c t u a l  vo te  f o r  Wallace 
both come from open-ended questions on favored candidate i n  vot ing i n t e n t i o n  
and a c t u a l  vote ,  and each was scored a s  a dummy v a r i a b l e  with a value of 1 f o r  
Wallace, and zero otherwise. 
The const ruct ion of t h e  th ree  sca les  tapping a t t i t u d e  toward blacks  i s  
d e t a i l e d  elsewhere (Jackman, 1973): note  t h a t  items were f i r s t  grouped on a 
conceptual,  o r  face-val id i ty ,  bas is ;  only those i t e m s  t h a t  co r re la ted  more 
highly with o the r  items i n  t h e  same conceptual group than with items from 
o ther  conceptual groups w e r e  re ta ined f o r  t h e  appropr ia te  s c a l e  (Campbell and , 
Fiske, 1959). While t h e  presence of only one i t e m  tapping a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  
toward blacks prevented t h i s  procedure from being followed i n  t h e  const ruct ion 
of t h e  Temperature Toward Blacks s c a l e  (and while a l l  t h r e e  s c a l e s  a r e  
shor te r  than might be d e s i r a b l e ) ,  the  two a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  s c a l e s  a t t a i n e d  
discriminant  v a l i d i t y  vis-a-vis the  Temperature Toward Blacks s c a l e  a s  we l l  
as vis-a-vis one another.  The separa t ion of genera l  p r i n c i p l e s  about 
segregation from applied pol icy  opinions conforms both with Prothro and 
Grigg's (1960) d i s t i n c t i o n  between general  p r i n c i p l e s  of a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  
and s p e c i f i c  app l i ca t ions  of those p r inc ip les ,  and wi th  t h e  argument made i n  
t h i s  paper and elsewhere t h a t  the  ac t ion-or ienta t ion component of an  
a t t i t u d e  is s e n s i t i v e  t o  environmental c o n s t r a i n t s  and the re fo re  might vary 
from one environmental context  t o  another. 
The c o r r e l a t i o n s  i n  Table 1 display  tendencies i n  l i n e  with two of t h e  
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arguments r a i s e d  i n  t h e  d iscuss ion above. F i r s t ,  t h e  two i n d i c a t o r s  of t h e  
ac t ion  o r i e n t a t i o n  component of a t t i t u d e  toward blacks a r e  more highly 
associa ted  wi th  each of t h e  measures of a t t i t u d e  and behavior toward Wallace 
than is  t h e  ind ica to r  of t h e  a f f e c t i v e  component of a t t i t u d e  toward blacks. 
Correct ion f o r  a t t enua t ion  due t o  poss ib le  d i f f e r e n t i a l  u n r e l i a b i l i t y  i n  t h e  
t h r e e  s c a l e s  does not  a l t e r  t h i s  r e s u l t  .5 Thus t h e  p a t t e r n  of t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  
is cons i s t en t  with t h e  expectat ion t h a t  t h e  a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  component of 
an a t t i t u d e  i s  more highly associa ted  with t h e  formation of an a c t  of be- 
havior than i s  t h e  a f f e c t i v e  component. Second, a s  we move from a f f e c t i v e  
f e e l i n g s  toward Wallace, t o  behavioral i n t e n t i o n  toward Wallace, t o  a c t u a l  
behavior toward Wallace, t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  of each of our ' i nd ica to r s  of 
a t t i t u d e  toward blacks with the  Wallace a t t i t u d e  and behavior measures get  
smaller  and smaller .  This pa t t e rn  is cons i s t en t  with t h e  expectat ion t h a t ,  
as"the ind iv idua l -  moves c lose r  t o  an over t  a c t  of behavior, the .  l i n k  between 
a t t i t u d e  toward an  object  and behavior a f f e c t i n g  t h a t  object  becomes weaker 
because t h e  d ive rse  s t i m u l i  of the  environment become more i n f l u e n t i a l .  
Figure 1 presents  a  model of t h e  e f f e c t s  of our t h r e e  ind ica to r s  of 
a t t i t u d e  toward blacks on a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward a  p o l i t i c a l  candidate 
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wi th  a n t i - c i v i l  r i g h t s  views. The causal  ordering of t h e  three  ind ica to r s  
of a t t i t u d e  toward blacks i s  based upon t h e  assumption t h a t  a f f e c t i v e  
f e e l i n g s  have an  e f f e c t  on the  formation of a  general ized policy predispo- 
s i t i o n  toward t h e  object  group, and t h a t  these  two f a c t o r s  i n  t u r n  inf luence  
a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  i n  a  s p e c i f i c  pol icy  context .  Subsequently, i t  is  
assumed t h a t  both of t h e  ac t ion  o r i e n t a t i o n  s c a l e s  have a  d i r e c t  e f f e c t  on 
Temperature Toward Wallace, with Segregationism a l s o  having an i n d i r e c t  
e f f e c t  on Temperature Toward Wallace through i t s  inf luence  on the  Government 
Action s c a l e .  The model thus assumes t h a t  t h e  impact of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  
toward blacks  on a f f e c t i v e  fee l ings  toward Wallace is  completely mediated by 
a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward blacks. This assumption is  made i n  l i n e  with t h e  
view, discussed e a r l i e r ,  t h a t  t h e  a f f e c t i v e  component of an a t t i t u d e  p lays  no 
d i r e c t  r o l e  i n  t h e  formation of an a c t  of behavior. Thus, t h e  equations f o r  
t h e  model i n  Figure 1 ( i n  unstandardized form) are :  
where X is  Temperature Toward Blacks, z2 is  the  Segregationism s c a l e ,  X i s  
-1 -3 
t h e  Government Action s c a l e ,  and g8 i s  Temperature Toward Wallace. 
The path  c o e f f i c i e n t s  repor ted  i n  Figure 1 suggest  t h a t  wi th in  t h e  i n t e r -  
e t h n i c  a t t i t u d e  i t s e l f ,  t h e  two measures o£ a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  a r e  very 
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imperfect funct ions  of af  f  e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  ( the  R s f o r  equations (1) and (2) 
a r e  . I25 and .I35 respec t ive ly ) ,  and f u r t h e r ,  t h a t  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
genera l  pol icy  p red i spos i t ion  and opinions i n  a  s p e c i f i c  pol icy  context  i s  
f a r  from per fec t .  These r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among the  components of t h e  i n t e r -  
e thn ic  a t t i t u d e  i t s e l f  a r e  discussed a t  g r e a t e r  l eng th  elsewhere (Jackman, 
1973). Looking a t  the  e f f e c t  of t h e  two measures of pol icy  p red i spos i t ion  
toward blacks on a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward Wallace, t h e  es t imates  i n  Figure  1 
and Table 2 i n d i c a t e  t h a t  Segregationism, t h e  more general ized of t h e  a c t i o n  
o r i e n t a t i o n  s c a l e s ,  has a s t ronger  impact on Temperature Soward Wallace than 
does t h e  Government Action sca le .  Segregationism has a s t ronger  d i r e c t  
e f f e c t  on Temperature Toward Wallace, a s  we l l  a s  having an i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t  
through the  Government Action sca le .  These two s c a l e s  a r e  a b l e  t o  account 
f o r  j u s t  over .12 of t h e  va r i ance  i n  Temperature Toward Wallace (R = .35). 
The c o e f f i c i e n t s  repor ted  i n  Table 2 i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  a d d i t i o n  of 
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Temperature Toward Blacks t o  t h e  equation es t imat ing  Temperature Toward 
2 
Wallace increments the  R by .0052. Although t h e  reg ress ion  c o e f f i c i e n t  f o r  
Temperature Toward Blacks i s  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  we f e e l  t h a t  the  s m a l l  
2 increment t o  the  R a s soc ia ted  wi th  i ts  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  equation o f f e r s  no 
s e r i o u s  challenge t o  our t h e o r e t i c a l  preference  t o  represent  t h e  e f f e c t s  of 
Temperature Toward Blacks on Temperature Toward Wallace a s  e n t i r e l y  i n d i r e c t .  
Reading down the  columns i n  Table 2 al lows us t o  compare t h e  impact of 
our  t h r e e  i n d i c a t o r s  of a t t i t u d e  toward b lacks  on Temperature Toward Wallace 
wi th  t h e i r  impact on In ten t ion  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace and a c t u a l  Vote f o r  Wallace. 
Not su rp r ins ing ly ,  we again  f i n d  t h a t  wi th  each s t e p  c l o s e r  t o  an over t  
a c t i o n ,  t h e  impact of pol icy  o r i e n t a t i o n  (and a f f e c t i v e  f ee l ings )  toward 
b lacks  on p o l i t i c a l  behavior becomes weaker, and some es t imates  become q u i t e  
uns table .  
Table 2 a l s o  presents ,  f o r  comparative purposes, c o e f f i c i e n t s  from 
equivalent  equations es t imat ing  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s ,  behavioral  in ten t ions ,  
and vo t ing  behavior toward Humphrey and Nixon. I n  t h e  case  of Humphrey, 
r eg ress ion  c o e f f i c i e n t s  a r e  of t h e  opposi te  s ign  than f o r  Wallace, 
suggest ing a r a t i o n a l  processing of information by vo te r s .  The s lopes  of t h e  
' Humphrey measures regressed on t h e  Government Action s c a l e  and Temperature 
Toward Blacks a r e  s l i g h t l y  more pronounced than those of t h e  Wallace measures, 
but  t h e  s lopes  of the  former regressed on Segregationism a r e  smal ler ,  and 
o v e r a l l ,  t h e s e  equations expla in  considerably less var iance  i n  t h e  Humphrey 
measures than i n  the  Wallace measures. Thus, Humphrey's pas t  record a s  a 
supporter  of c i v i l  r i g h t s  had some inf luence  on vo te r s '  r eac t ions  t o  him, 
but  o v e r a l l ,  pol icy  o r i e n i a t i o n  (and a f f e c t i v e  f ee l ings )  toward blacks w e r e  
more i n f l u e n t i a l  i n  explaining reac t ions  t o  Wallace than t o  Humphrey. We may 
i n f e r  t h a t  ~umphrey's  a f f i l i a t i o n  wi th  a long-established p o l i t i c a l  par ty  was 
a more s a l i e n t  cue t o  a major i ty  of American c i t i z e n s ,  while Wallace's s t rong  
campaign s tance  on t h e  c i v i l  r i g h t s  i s s u e  was unclut tered  by pa r ty  l a b e l s  
(see  a l s o  Converse, e t  a l . ,  1969). The r a c e  i s sue  played no s i g n i f i c a n t  
p a r t  ' i n  t h e  Nixon campaign, and our r e s u l t s  ind ica te  t h a t  pol icy  o r i e n t a t i o n  
(and 'af fec t ive  fee l ings )  toward blacks played l i t t l e  d i s c e r n i b l e  r o l e  i n  
determining support f o r  t h a t  candidate. The r e l a t i v e  importance of po l i cy  
o r i e n t a t i o n  (and a f f e c t i v e  fee l ings )  toward blacks i n  shaping reac t ions  t o  
each of t h e  th ree  p r e s i d e n t i a l  candidates would seem t o  r e f l e c t  a  f a i r l y  
r a t i o n a l  s o r t i n g  by v o t e r s  of s t i m u l i  associa ted  with each of t h e  candidates.  
Two f u r t h e r  po in t s  need t o  be considered i n  evaluating t h e  s ign i f i cance  
of t h e  re la t ionsh ip  between a t t i t u d e  toward blacks and reac t ions  t o  Wallace. 
On t h e  one hand, t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s  s t i l l  of only moderate s t r e n g t h  and 
leaves  p lenty  of room f o r  t h e  impact of o the r  f ac to r s .  On t h e  o ther  hand, 
t h e  assoc ia t ion  between a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward blacks and a f f e c t i v e  
fee l ings  toward Wallace is  not  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  weaker than assoc ia t ions  among 
t h e  components of a t t i t u d e  toward blacks themselves. Thus, t o  t h e  ex ten t  
t h a t  o ther  f a c t o r s  in tervene i n  the  t r a n s l a t i o n  of ac t ion  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward 
blacks i n t o  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward an a n t i - c i v i l  r i g h t s  p r e s i d e n t i a l  
candidate, t h e i r  in te r fe rence  is not appreciably g rea te r  than i n  the  t rans-  
l a t i o n  of one component of a t t i t u d e  toward blacks i n t o  another. W e  now 
examine t h e  impact of two of those extraneous f a c t o r s  i n  an attempt t o  probe 
deeper i n t o  the  dynamics of t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of a t t i t u d e  toward blacks i n t o  
discriminatory p o l i t i c a l  behavior. 
Figure 2 and Table 3 present  t h e  es t imates  f o r  t h e  following equation: 
X = a i - k 1 z 2 + b X  + b X  + g  -8 - -2-3 -3-6 ( 4 )  
where a l l  terms a r e  defined a s  i n  equation (3), and % i s  a dummy v a r i a b l e ,  
/ 
scored 1 f o r  respondents who were ra i sed  i n  the  South, and zero otherwise. 
[Figure 2 and Table 3 About Here] 
I n  equation ( 4 ) ,  5 gives  t h e  in te rcep t  f o r  non-Southerners, while [ a  - + k3]  
g ives  the  adjus ted  i n t e r c e p t  f o r  respondents r a i s e d  i n  t h e  south. This 
examination of t h e  impact of Southern upbringing on t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of a c t i o n  
o r i e n t a t i o n  toward blacks i n t o  a t t r a c t i o n  toward Wallace i s  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  
d iscuss ion of environmental c o n s t r a i n t s  on behavior, f o r  two reasons. F i r s t ,  
following Merton (1949), we expect t h a t  ind iv idua l s  who have been soc ia l i zed  
i n  an  environment wi th  a long h i s t o r y  of i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  d iscr iminat ion  
toward blacks ( a t  both t h e  c u l t u r a l  and o rgan iza t iona l  l e v e l s )  w i l l  be l e s s  
l i k e l y  t o  f e e l  cold ly  toward a p o l i t i c a l  candidate  who takes  an a n t i - c i v i l  
r i g h t s  s tance ,  a t  any given l e v e l  of personal  support f o r  segregat ion  o r  
d iscr iminatory  government ac t ion .  Second, we a l s o  expect t h a t  o ther  (non- 
r a c i a l )  s t i m u l i  associa ted  wi th  Wallace, such a s  h i s  Southern background, 
s t y l e ,  and accent ,  should help make him more a t t r a c t i v e  t o  t h e  Southern- 
r a i s e d  respondent than t o  a non-Southerner wi th  comparable pol icy  o r i e n t a t i o n  
toward blacks. The es t imates  f o r  equation (4) a r e  cons i s t en t  wi th  these  
expectat ions:  a t  any given l e v e l  of (non-)support f o r  segregat ion  o r  f o r  
discriminatory government p o l i c i e s ,  respondents with a Southern background 
f e l t  on t h e  average 13' warmer toward George Wallace, and t h e  add i t ion  of t h e  
dummy f o r  southern upbringing r a i s e s  t h e  It2 from .I22 t o  .154. 
Probing f u r t h e r  i n t o  t h e  dynamics of t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of a t t i t u d e  toward 
blacks i n t o  p o l i t i c a l  behavior, we a r e  a b l e  t o  make use  of a measure o f . t h e  
i n t e n s i t y  of the  respondent 's  a t t i t u d e  toward blacks t o  examine t h e  impact 
of one of t h e  t h r e e  a t t i t u d i n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  c i t e d  by Katz and Gurin 
(1969) a s  i n f l u e n t i a l  i n  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between a t t i t u d e  and behavior. 
Our measure of a t t i t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y  is  derived from responses t o  a ques t ion  
t h a t  followed t h e  f i r s t  item of the  Segregationism scale:  "Do you f e e l  
s t rong ly  about your p o s i t i o n  on t h i s  quest ion [of housing i n t e g r a t i o n ]  o r  not  
too strongly?" This item is t h e  only measure of i n t e n s i t y  of opinions i n  the  
SRC survey,  and i t  i s  used h e r e  a s  an  approximate i n d i c a t o r  of t h e  i n t e n s i t y  
of t h e  respondent 's  r a c i a l  a t t i t u d e .  A more complete measure of t h e  r e l a t i v e  
i n t e n s i t y  of t h e  respondent 's  a t t i t u d e  toward b l acks  would inc lude  more than  
one " i n t e n s i t y "  follow-up on at t i tude-toward-blacks i tems,  and would a l s o  
inc lude  measures of t h e  i n t e n s i t y  w i th  which t h e  respondent ho lds  o t h e r  
a t t i t u d e s  t h a t  compete t o  i n f luence  behavior  i n  a g iven  s i t u a t i o n .  However, 
t h e  inadequacies  of t h e  s i n g l e  i tem used h e r e  make i t  a conse rva t ive  ind ica-  
t o r  of t h e  r e l a t i v e  i n t e n s i t y  of a t t i t u i l e  toward b lacks ,  s i n c e  i t  is more 
u n r e l i a b l e  t han  a mult iple- i tem i n d i c a t o r  would be ,  and s i n c e  i t  f a i l s  t o  
cons ider  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  some people may have an  in tense ly-he ld  
a t t i t u d e  toward b lacks  because they have p e r s o n a l i t i e s  t h a t  l ead  them t o  
f e e l  s t r o n g l y  about  most of t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  r a t h e r  than  because of s p e c i a l  
s a l i e n c e  of t h e  r a c e  i s s u e .  
The conservat ism of our  i n d i c a t o r  of a t t i t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y  makes it 
l i a b l e  t o  l e a d  t o  a " f a l se"  r e j e c t i o n  of an  hypothes is  about i t s  i n f l u e n c e  
r a t h e r  t han  t o  i t s  f a l s e  acceptance,  and thus  we a r e  l e s s  h e s i t a n t  about  
u s ing  it. Out of t h e  t o t a l  sample, 924 respondents  i nd ica t ed  t h a t  they  f e l t  
"s t rongly" on t h e  i n t e n s i t y  it.em. Confidence i n  t h i s ' i t e m  i s  increased  by 
t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i t  has no l i n e a r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  t h e  t h r e e  s c a l e s  tapping  
a s p e c t s  of a t t i t u d e  toward blacks:  i . e . ,  respondents  w i th  both p o s i t i v e  and 
nega t ive  f e e l i n g s  and/or  p r e d i s p o s i t i o n s  were e q u a l l y  l i k e l y  t o  f e e l  s t r o n g l y  
about  t h e i r  pos i t i on .  
Following Katz and Gurin (1969), i t  i s  hypothesized t h a t  i n d i v i d u a l s  who 
f e e l  s t r o n g l y  about t h e  r a c e  i s s u e  a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  execute an  a c c u r a t e  
t r a n s l a t i o n  of t h e i r  a t t i t u d e  toward b l acks  i n t o  a p p r o p r i a t e  behavior ,  based 
on t h e  assumption t h a t  where a p a r t i c u l a r  a t t i t u d e  i s  held i n t e n s e l y ,  i t  i s  
more l i k e l y  t o  be s e l e c t e d  from among t h e  t o t a l i t y  of  a t t i t u d e s  t h a t  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  b r i n g s  t o  bea r  on a . s p e c i f i c  s i t u a t i o n  as t h e  gu ide  t o  t h e  
behavior  response.  Thus, we expect  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between Segregat ionism 
s c o r e  and Temperature Toward Wallace t o  be more pronounced among respondents  
who f e e l  s t r o n g l y  about  t h e  r a c e  i s s u e  than  among t h o s e  who do no t :  t h a t  is, 
a s tat is t ical  i n t e r a c t i o n  is  hypothesized between Segregat ionism sco re ,  a t t i -  
t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y ,  and Temperature Toward Wallace. The fo l lowing  equat ion  
s p e c i f i e s  t h a t  i n t e r a c t i o n ,  c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  t h e  e f f e c t s  of  Southern upbringing 
and Government Act ion  sco re :  
= a + b 1 x 2 + a z  + b x  + $  (I&&) +kX++e (5) 53 - - - 
2 3 3 4  . 
A l l  v a r i a b l e s  a r e  de f ined  a s  be fo re ,  and X is a dummy v a r i a b l e  scored 1 f o r  --4 
t hose  who f e e l  s t r o n g l y  about  t h e  seg rega t ion  i s s u e ,  and ze ro  o therwise .  
Thus, equat ion  (5) adds  t o  equat ion  (4) an  adjustment  t o  bo th  t h e  i n t e r c e p t  
and t h e  s l o p e  of Temperature Toward Wallace regressed  on Segregationism, 
c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  Southern upbringing and Government Act ion score .  The i n t e r -  
c e p t  f o r  non-Southerners w i t h  low a t t i t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y  i s  given by &; 
@ + b ) g i v e s  t h e  a d j u s t e d  i n t e r c e p t  f o r  non-Southerners w i t h  h igh  a t t i t u d i -  -3 
n a l  i n t e n s i t y ;  t h e  two equ iva l en t  i n t e r c e p t s  f o r  Southerners  a r e  given by 
(5 + b ) and @ + k5 + b3) r e spec t ive ly .  The s l o p e  of Temperature Toward 
-5 
Wallace r eg re s sed  on Segregat ionism i s  g iven  by b f o r  respondents  wi th  low -1 
a t t i t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y ,  and by (Ll +%) f o r  respondents  w i t h  h igh  a t t i t u d i n a l  
i n t e n s i t y .  
The e s t i m a t e s  f o r  equat ion  (5) a r e  presented  i n  F igu re  3 and Table 3. 
[Figure 3 About Here] 
They i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  e f f e c t  of our  measure of a t t i t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y  on t h e  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  between Segregat ionism and Temperature Toward Wallace (with t h e  
Government Act ion  s c a l e  and t h e  dummy f o r  t h e  South r e t a i n e d  i n  t h e  equat ion)  
i s  small, a l though i n  t h e  p red ic t ed  d i r e c t i o n .  Thus, respondents  who f e e l  
s t r o n g l y  about  t h e  r a c i a l  i s s u e  a r e  s l i g h t l y  more l i k e l y  t o  t r a n s l a t e  
a c c u r a t e l y  t h e i r  gene ra l  p o l i c y  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward b l acks  on t h e  seg rega t ion  
i s s u e  i n t o  a n  appropr i a t e  f e e l i n g  of warmth o r  coo lnes s  toward George Wallace. 
2 The s m a l l  increment t o  t h e  R r e s u l t i n g  from t h e  a d d i t i o n  of t h e  i n t e n s i t y  
i n t e r a c t i o n  t o  t h e  equat ion  may be a t t r i b u t e d  ( a t  l e a s t  i n  p a r t )  t o  t h e  l a c k  
of a  more thorough measure of a t t i t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y  combined wi th  t h e  un- 
ques t ionab le  appea l  of Wallace on more than  t h e  r a c i a l  i s s u e .  Because t h e  
r eg re s s ion  c o e f f i c i e n t s  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  t h e  main and i n t e r a c t i o n  e f f e c t s  of 
t h e  measure of a t t i t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y  a r e  of moderate s i z e  and i n  t h e  expected 
d i r e c t i o n ,  w e  a r e  r e t a i n i n g  t h e  v a r i a b l e  i n  our  model a s  an  a i d  i n  i n t e r p r e t i n g  
t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between a t t i t u d e  and behavior .  F igu re  3 f a c i l i t a t e s  an  
examination of  t h e  combined e f f e c t s  of (a) r e g i o n a l  s t i m u l i  and (b) a t t i -  
t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y ,  on t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of gene ra l  p o l i c y  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward 
b lacks  i n t o  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward a  p r e s i d e n t i a l  cand ida t e  w i t h  a s t r o n g  
a n t i - c i v i l  r i g h t s  s t ance .  
Combining t h e  r e s u l t s  of t h i s  paper w i th  those  of r e s e a r c h  r epor t ed  
elsewhere (Jackman, 1973) sugges t s  t h a t  t h e  cumulat ive impact of environ- 
mental norms and a t t i t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y  on t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of a f f e c t i v e  
f e e l i n g s  toward b lacks  a l l  t h e  way through t o  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward 
Wallace may b e  even g r e a t e r .  Resu l t s  r epo r t ed  elsewhere ind ica t ed  t h a t  a t  
any given l e v e l  of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward b l acks ,  Southern-raised 
respondents  are more l i k e l y  than  those  r a i s e d  i n  t h e  North t o  suppor t  
s eg rega t ion  (an i n c l u s i o n  of t h e  dummy v a r i a b l e  f o r  t h e  South i n  t h e  equat ion  
e s t ima t ing  Segregat ionism s c o r e  increased  R~ from . I25  t o  .20) ;  r e s u l t s  
reported h e r e  i n d i c a t e  f u r t h e r  t h a t  a t  any g iven  l e v e l  of suppor t  f o r  
s eg rega t ion ,  Southern-raised respondents  a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  f e e l  warmly 
toward a p o l i t i c a l  candida te  who t akes  an  a n t i - c i v i l  r i g h t s  s tance .  
Simi l a r ly ,  t h e  impact of h igh  a t t i t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y  is cumulat ive,  f i r s t  i n  
l ead ing  t o  a more a c c u r a t e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  i n t o  gene ra l  
po l i cy  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward b lacks  (and inc reas ing  t h e  p ropor t ion  of va r i ance  
expla ined  i n  t h a t  v a r i a b l e  from $ 2 0  t o  . 2 3 ) ;  and then  ( i n  a  weaker bu t  s t i l l  
s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t )  l ead ing  t o  a  c l o s e r  correspondence between gene ra l  
p o l i c y  o r l e n t a t i o n  toward b lacks  and a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward an  a n t i - c i v i l  ' 
r i g h t s  c a n d i d a t e .  
A t  t h i s  s t a g e ,  i t  would be w e l l  t o  examine t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among t h e  
t h r e e  p o l i t i c a l  a t t i tude-behavior  v a r i a b l e s  themselves,  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  view of 
t h e  p a t t e r n  of d i s c r e p a n c i e s  among t h e  r e s u l t s  ob ta ined  e a r l i e r  ( i n  Tables  1 
and 2) w i t h  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward Wallace, i n t e n t i o n  t o  v o t e  f o r  Wallace, 
and a c t u a l  v o t e  f o r  Wallace. Assumptions about  t h e  temporal o rde r ing  of t h e  
t h r e e  v a r i a b l e s  a r e  d isp layed  i n  F igure  4. I n  l i n e  w i t h  t h e  model i n  F igure  
1, t h e  a f f e c t i v e  component is  assumed t o  precede behav io ra l  p r e d i s p o s i t i o n ,  
and o v e r t  behavior  i s  t r e a t e d  a s  t h e  f i n a l  p r ~ d u c t . ~  One assumption of t h e  
model i n  F igu re  4 which may appear i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  . the model i n  F igure  1 is 
[Figure 4 About Here] 
t h e . i n c l u s i o n  of a  d i r e &  pa th  from a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward Wallace t o  
ac tua1 ;Vo te - fo r  Wallace. However, t h e  h igh ly  v o l a t i l e  n a t u r e  of vo t ing  
i n t e n t i o n s  (always a s u b j e c t  of pub l i c  cont roversy  i n  d i s c u s s i o n s  of op in ion  
p o l l s  dur ing  pre- and post-  e l e c t i o n  weeks) makes our s i n g l e  measure of 
v o t i n g  i n t e n t i o n  a  very  uns t ab le  e s t ima te  of t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  f u l l  behavior 
o r i e n t a t i o n  toward the candidate .  Thus, an assumption of a pure cha in  of 
causa t ion  from Temperature Toward Wallace through a  s i n g l e  measure of vo t ing  
i n t e n t i o n  t o  a c t u a l  v o t e  would be u n j u s t i f i e d  i n  t h e s e  d a t a .  
The e s t i m a t e s  r epo r t ed  i n  F igure  4 sugges t ,  w i t h i n  t h e  c o n s t r a i n t s  s e t  
by our  assumptions, t h a t  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward Wallace account f o r  only 
.16 of t h e  v a r i a n c e  i n  I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace, and t h e s e  two v a r i a b l e s  
t oge the r  account  f o r  .38 of t h e  va r i ance  i n  a c t u a l  Vote f o r  Wallace, w i t h  
I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace having a bigger  d i r e c t  e f f e c t  than  Temperature 
' 
Toward Wallace on a c t u a l  v o t e  f o r  Wallace. Our e s t i m a t e s  a r e  somewhat de- 
f l a t e d  by t h e  survey ' s  f a i l u r e  t o  r econ tac t  a l l  respondents  a f t e r  t h e  e l e c t i o n :  
r a t h e r  than  e l i m i n a t i n g  them from t h e  e n t i r e  sample, t hose  respondents  n o t  
recontac ted  have been scored a s  zero i n  our  dummy c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  of v o t i n g  
dec i s ion .  A re -es t imat ion  of t h e  model i n  F igure  4  w i t h  a  reduced sample 
(N.1228) t h a t  does s k i p  t h e s e  respondents  y i e l d s  a  s l i g h t l y  h ighe r  R~ of .43 
i n  Vote f o r  Wallace. 
While t h e s e  a s s o c i a t i o n s  a r e  h igh  by t h e  gene ra l  s t anda rds  of survey 
d a t a ,  t h e  correspondence between t h e  two a t t i t u d i n a l  components and t h e  one 
measure of o v e r t  behavior  i s  f a r  l e s s  than  p e r f e c t .  Rather  t h a n  i n f e r r i n g  
from t h i s  t h a t  t h e  a c t u a l  v o t e  i s  a  much more v a l i d  measure of  " t rue" 
a t t i t u d e  toward t h e  cand ida t e  than  a r e  our  measures of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  and 
behavior  i n t e n t i o n ,  we i n s t e a d  p r e f e r  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  
.of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  f i r s t  i n t o  a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  and then  i n t o  o v e r t  a c t i o n  
w i l l  be  inf luenced  by a growing mul t i t ude  of independent s t i m u l i  d e r i v i n g  from 
t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  s o c i a l  environment. The l a t t e r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  may be drawn 
from e i t h e r  t h e  a t t i tude-behavior  l i t e r a t u r e ,  o r  from s t u d i e s  i n  t h e  v o t i n g  
l i t e r a t u r e  t h a t  have s p e c i f i e d  a  number of extraneous f a c t o r s  t h a t  i n t e r v e n e  
.between i n i t i a l  a t t r a c t i o n  toward a candida te  and f i n a l  vo t ing  choice.  
The s p e c i a l  emphasis t h a t  has been placed on p a r t y  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  i n  t h e  
vo t ing  l i t e r a t u r e  would l e a d  us  t o  expect more s t a b i l i t y  between a t t i t u d e  
toward a  cand ida t e  and v o t i n g  dec i s ion  when t h e  cand ida t e  i s  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  
an  o ld -e s t ab l i shed  pa r ty .  Many s t u d e n t s  of t h e  a t t i t ude -behav io r  d i screpancy  
would a l s o  expect  g r e a t e r  coincidence between a t t i t u d e  toward a cand ida t e  and 
v o t i n g  d e c i s i o n  when t h e  candida te  i s  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  a  s t a b l e  environmental 
s t r u c t u r e  t h a t  is  a  key f a c t o r  i n f luenc ing  bo th  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  a t t i t u d e  
toward and v o t e  f o r  (o r  a g a i n s t )  t h a t  candida te .  Some support  is  l e n t  t o  
t h i s  view by Figure  5,  which p r e s e n t s  models, f o r  bo th  Nixon and Humphrey, of 
t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward t h e  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  t o  
which t h e  cand ida t e  belongs,  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward t h e  cand ida t e ,  vo t ing  
[Figure 5 About Here] 
i n t e n t i o n ,  and a c t u a l  vo te .  
F i r s t ,  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  p a r t i e s  accounts  f o r  
j u s t  s l i g h t l y  more va r i ance  i n  temperature toward Humphrey and Nixon than  
p o l i c y  o r i e n t a t i o n  on t h e  r a c e  i s s u e  can account  f o r  i n  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  
toward Wallace, who had more of a n  i s s u e  candidacy. Second, temperature 
toward t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  p a r t i e s  has  no t  on ly  an  i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t  on i n t e n t i o n  
t o  v o t e  f o r  t h e  candida te  through i t s  e f f e c t  on temperature toward t h e  candi- 
d a t e ,  b u t  a l s o  a s t r o n g  d i r e c t  e f f e c t  t h a t  is  only  s l i g h t l y  l e s s  than t h e  
d i r e c t  e f f e c t  of temperature toward t h e  cand ida t e  h imsel f .  While t h e  model 
i n  F igu re .4  accounts  f o r  on ly  .16 of t h e  v a r i a n c e  i n  I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  
Wallace, i n c l u s i o n  of temperature toward t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  p a r t i e s  i n  F igure  5 
a l lows  us  t o  account f o r  .25 and .27  of t h e  'var iance  i n  I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  
Humphrey and Nixon r e s p e c t i v e l y .  F i n a l l y ,  a l though a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward 
t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  p a r t i e s  have no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i r e c t  e f f e c t  on a c t u a l  v o t e  f o r  
o r  a g a i n s t  Humphrey and Nixon r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  t h e  v o t e  f o r  o r  a g a i n s t  t h e s e  two 
major p a r t y  cand ida t e s  can be  more a c c u r a t e l y  p red ic t ed  from a f f e c t i v e  
f e e l i n g s  and vo t ing  i n t e n t i o n s  toward them than  can t h e  Wallace vote .  (Re- 
e s t i m a t i o n  of  t h e  model i n  Figure 5  w i th  t h e  reduced sample t h a t  s k i p s  those  
missed on t h e  pos t - e l ec t ion  survey aga in  r e s u l t s  i n  s l i g h t l y  h igher  co- 
e f f i c i e n t s  of de te rmina t ion . )  Thus, whi le  suppor t  f o r  t h e  independent 
Wallace candidacy w a s  determined t o  a much g r e a t e r  e x t e n t  by v o t e r ' s  a t t i t u d e s  
toward b lacks  than  w a s  suppor t  f o r  e i t h e r  Humphrey o r  Nixon, suppor t  f o r  t h e  
independent candida te  was a l s o  more v o l a t i l e .  
F igure  6  p re sen t s  a  s y n t h e s i s  of t h e  r e s u l t s  r epo r t ed  i n  t h i s  a n a l y s i s .  
I n  i n t e g r a t i n g  r e s u l t s  from Figures  1, 2,  and 3 w i t h  those  from F igu re  4, i t  
i s  assumed t h a t  t h e  impact of  t h e  two i n d i c a t ~ r s  of a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward 
[F igure  6 About Here] 
b l acks  on v o t i n g  i n t e n t i o n  toward Wallace and a c t u a l  v o t e  f o r  o r  a g a i n s t  
Wallace is  completely mediated by a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward Wallace. E s t i -  
mates i n  Table 4 show t h a t  when v a r i a b l e s  having d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  on Temperature 
Toward Wallace a r e  added t o  (a )  an equat ion e s t ima t ing  Voting I n t e n t i o n  
[Table 4 About Here] 
Toward Wallace, and (b) a n  equat ion  e s t ima t ing  a c t u a l  Vote f o r  Wallace, t h e  
added v a r i a b l e s  have smal l  and l a r g e l y  i n s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t s  ( t h r e e  ou t  of 
f i v e  added v a r i a b l e s  i n  equa t ion  (a )  and f i v e  ou t  of f i v e  added v a r i a b l e s  i n  
equat ion  (b) y i e l d  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t s  t h a t  a r e  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  i n s i g n i f -  
i c a n t ) .  Fu r the r ,  t h e  a d d i t i o n  of t h e s e  f i v e  v a r i a b l e s  increments  t h e  
p ropor t ion  of explained v a r i a n c e  i n  I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace by . 0 3  from 
t h e  .16 t h a t  can  be  accounted f o r  by .Temperature Toward Wallace a lone .  The 
a d d i t i o n  of t h e  same f i v e  v a r i a b l e s  t o  t h e  equat ion  e s t ima t ing  a c t u a l  Vote f o r  
2 
Wallace increments  t h e  R t o  .383 from t h e  .382 of t h e  v a r i a n c e  t h a t  can  be  
explained by Temperature Toward Wallace and I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace 
a lone .  Thus, t h e  d a t a  do n o t  o f f e r  a s e r i o u s  cha l lenge  t o  ou r  p re fe rence  f o r  
t h e o r e t i c a l  parsimony i n  r e p r e s e n t i n g  Temperature Toward Wallace a s  t h e  key 
i 
mediat ing v a r i a b l e  between ( a )  a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward b l a c k s  and (b) behavior 
o r i e n t a t  i o n  and actual behavior  toward Wallace. 
I n  s h o r t ,  t h e  model i n  F igure  6 r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of a f f e c t i v e  
f e e l i n g s  toward b lacks  i n t o  a  v o t e  f o r  o r  a g a i n s t  an  a n t i - c i v i l  r i g h t s  p r e s i -  
d e n t i a l  candida te  a s  a s e r i e s  of s t e p s .  F i r s t ,  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward 
b l a c k s  are t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  gene ra l  and app l i ed  p o l i c y  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward 
b l acks .  Po l i cy  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward b l acks  i n  t u r n  in f luences  how much one is 
a t t r a c t e d  by George Wallace: c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  F igure  1, t h e  impact of 
Temperature Toward Blacks on Temperature Toward Wallace is  completely mediated 
by t h e  two i n d i c a t o r s  of a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward blacks.  I n  t h e  f i n a l  
s t e p s  i n  t h e  conversion of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward b lacks  i n t o  an a c t  of  
p o l i t i c a l  behavior ,  warmth of f e e l i n g  toward Wallace in f luences  I n t e n t i o n  t o  
Vote f o r  Wallace, and then  t h e s e  two v a r i a b l e s  t oge the r  a f f e c t  one ' s  l i k e l i -  
hood of c a s t i n g  a v o t e  f o r  him. The impact of r e g i o n a l  s t i m u l i  and 
a t t i t u d i n a l  i n t e n s i t y  a r e  incorpora ted  a t  two p o i n t s  i n  t h e  model: (a) i n  
t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward b l acks  i n t o  gene ra l  p r i n c i p l e s  
of a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward b lacks ,  and (b) i n  t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of a c t i o n  
o r i e n t a t i o n  toward b l acks  i n t o  f e e l i n g s  of a t t r a c t i o n  t o  o r  d i s l i k e  f o r  an  
a n t i - c i v i l  r i g h t s  p r e s i d e n t i a l  candida te .  
The model sugges ts  t h a t  po l i cy  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward b lacks ,  r e g i o n a l  back- 
ground, and i n t e n s i t y  of f e e l i n g  on t h e  r a c i a l  i s s u e  can p r e d i c t  a t t r a c t i o n  
toward Wallace moderately we l l .  However, a l s o  recorded is  t h e  v o l a t i l e  
n a t u r e  of suppor t  f o r  t h a t  candidate .  While h i s  independent candidacy made . 
i s s u e s  a  more important  p a r t  of h i s  suppor t ,  i t  a l s o  l e f t  him (as  shown'in 
F igures  4 and 5) without  t h e  s t a b l e  and f a m i l i a r  s t imulus  of p a r t y  a f f i l i a t i o n  
on which t h e  two main p a r t y  candida tes  could draw t o  hold suppor t e r s  more 
e f f e c t i v e l y .  
CONCLUSIONS 
Thi s  paper has focussed on conceptual  i s s u e s  r a i s e d  i n  t h e  a t t i t u d e -  
behavior  l i t e r a t u r e  and app l i ed  them t o  a p u b l i c  op in ion ,  vo t ing  con tex t .  
Th i s  a p p l i c a t i o n  w a s  considered important  f o r  t h r e e  main reasons:  
1. While t h e  concerns of t h e  a t t i tude-behavior  l i t e r a t u r e  a r e  d i r e c t l y  
r e l e v a n t  t o  p u b l i c  op in ion  survey r.esearch, t h e r e  has  been ve ry  l i t t l e  a t t empt  
t o  s tudy  t h e  problem e m p i r i c a l l y  w i t h  a c ros s - sec t iona l  "na tu ra l  populat ion" 
i n  a p u b l i c  op in ion  con tex t .  
2.   he' 1968 p r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t  i on  o f f e r e d  wh i t e  Americans a n  unusual ly  
v i s i b l e  oppor tuni ty  t o  express  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  toward b l acks  i n  a n  a c t  of 
( p o l i t i c a l )  behavior.  
3. Many i s s u e s  r a i s e d  i n  t h e  vo t ing  l i t e r a t u r e  p a r a l l e l  t hose  r a i s e d  i n  t h e  
a t t i tude-behavior  l i t e r a t u r e ,  and can be subsumed under t h e  l a t t e r  problem 
area as i l l u s t r a t i v e  formula t ions .  
The d i scuss ion  and a n a l y s i s  i n  t h e  paper po in t  t o  t h e  fo l lowing  b a s i c  
conclusions.  To begin, t h e  r e l a t i v e  s t r e n g t h  of t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between 
p o l i c y  p r e d i s p o s i t i o n  toward b l acks  and suppor t  f o r  t h e  candidaciesof  Wallace, 
Humphrey, and Nixon r e s p e c t i v e l y  suggest  t h a t  v o t e r s  a c t  on r a t i o n a l  percep- 
t i o n s  of candida tes .  To t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a gap between measured 
p o l i c y  o r i e n t a t i o n  and v o t i n g  choice,  t h i s  r e f l e c t s  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  s ens i -  
t i v i t y  t o  o t h e r  s t i m u l i  emanating from t h e  cand ida t e  and t h e  surrounding en- 
vironment r a t h e r  than a f a i l u r e  t o  process  informat ion  r a t i o n a l l y .  Such a 
conclus ion  i s  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e o r e t i c a l  p o s i t i o n s  o f f e r e d  i n  bo th  t h e  
a t t i tude-behavior  and v o t i n g  l i t e r a t u r e s .  
The c l e a r  f a i l u r e  of many Americans t o  t r a n s l a t e  t h e i r  p o l i c y  o r i e n t a t i o n  
toward b lacks  accu ra t e ly  i n t o  an a p p r o p r i a t e  l e v e l  of support  o r  non-support 
f o r  Wallace underscores  t h e  importance of ' compet ing  s t i m u l i  i n  t h e  shaping 
of an a c t  of behavior .  White Americans a r e  r a r e l y  presented  w i t h  a n  oppor- 
t u n i t y  t o  express  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e  toward b l acks  i n  an  ac? of behavior .  
d i r e c t e d  a t  e i t h e r  b l ack  i n d i v i d u a l s  o r  b l a c k s  a s  a c l a s s ,  and when such 
o p p o r t u n i t i e s  do a r i s e ,  they  do so  i n  con tex t s  t h a t  o f f e r  many o t h e r  s t i m u l i  . 
as we l l .  Thus, r e s e a r c h e r s  i n  t h e  a r e a  of r a c e  r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  a n  eye toward 
e i t h e r  p o l i c y  formula t ion  o r  b a s i c  theory  need t o  ga in  a more thorough 
understanding of t h e  dynamics involved i n  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  of a g iven  a c t  of 
behavior  i n  a p a r t i c u l a r  s i t u a t i o n .  The inc reas ing  o f f e r i n g  a t  a l l  
p o l i t i c a l  l e v e l s  of bo th  cand ida t e s  who a r e  b lack  and cand ida t e s  t ak ing  a 
s t r o n g  s t and  a g a i n s t  busing,  combined w i t h  t h e  r e l a t i v e  l a c k  of o p p o r t u n i t i e s  
f o r  behav io ra l  exp res s ion  of a t t i t u d e  toward b lacks  i n  o t h e r  s e t t i n g s ,  
makes t h e  v o t i n g  s i t u a t i o n  p a r t i c u l a r l y  r e l e v a n t  i n  t h i s  regard .  
APPEND~X: Wording and s c o r i n g  of s c a l e s .  
1. Temperature s c a l e s  [ k n g e :  &96]. 
"I have h e r e  a ca rd  on which t h e r e  i s  something t h a t  looks  l i k e  a thermometer. 
We c a l l  i t  a ' f e e l i n g  thermometer' because i t  measures your f e e l i n g s  toward . 
groups.  ere's how it works. I f  you don ' t  know too  much about  a group, o r  
don ' t  f e e l  p a r t i c u l a r l y  w a r m  o r  cold towards them, then  you should p l ace  them 
i n  t h e  middle,  a t  t h e  50 degree  mark. I f  you have a warm f e e l i n g  toward a 
group, o r  f e e l  favorably  toward i t ,  you would g i v e  i t  a s c o r e  somewhere be- 
tween 50 and 100 degrees  depending on how w a r m  your f e e l i n g  is  toward t h e  
group. On t h e  o t h e r  hand, i f  you don ' t  f e e l  very  f avo rab ly  toward some of 
t h e s e  groups -- i f  t h e r e  a r e  some you don ' t  c a r e  f o r  t oo  much -- then  y6u 
would p l a c e  them somewhere between 0 and 50 degrees." 
Th i s  preamble was used i n  ob ta in ing  t h e  respondent ' s  "temperature" toward 
b lacks .  A s i m i l a r l y  worded preamble was used i n  ob ta in ing  respondent ' s  
I I temperature" toward t h e  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i e s  and cand ida t e s  i n  t h e  1968 P r e s i -  
d e n t i a l  E lec t ion .  
2. Segregat ionism s c a l e  [Range: 0-81. 
(i) Which of t h e s e  s ta tements  would you a g r e e  wi th :  
( a )  White people have a r i g h t  t o  keep Negroes o u t  of t h e i r  neighborhoods 
i f  t hey  want t o .  
(b) Negroes have a r i g h t  t o  l i v e  wherever t hey  can  a f f o r d  t o ,  j u s t  l i k e  
anybody e l s e .  
Agreement w i t h  (a)  scored 4;  agreement w i t h  (b) scored 0; "don't know" 
scored 2 .  
( i i )  A r e  you i n  favor  of desegrega t ion  (scored 0) , s t r i c t  s eg rega t ion  (scored 
4) ,  , o r  something i n  between (scored 2) ? "Don' t know". scored 2,. 
' Note: The i n t e r - c o r r e l a t i o n  of t h e  two Segregat ionism items i s  .49, which is 
h ighe r  t han  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  of e i t h e r  i t e m  w i th  items from t h e  o t h e r  
. .  . I V .  . .  . . .  . - .. . . 
s c a l e s .  
.. . . . : 
3. Government Act ion s c a l e  [Range: 0-81. 
( i )  Some people  f e e l  t h a t  i f  Negroes a r e  n o t  g e t t i n g  f a i r  t reatment  i n  j obs  
t h e  government i n  Washington should s e e  t o  i t  t h a t  they  do. Others  f e e l  
t h a t  t h i s  is  n o t  t h e  f e d e r a l  government's bus iness .  Have you had 
enough i n t e r e s t  i n  t h i s  ques t ion  t o  f a v o r  one s i d e  over  t h e  o the r?  [ I f  
yes]  How do you f e e l ?  Should t h e  government i n  Washington.- 
(a) see t o  i t  t h a t  Negroes g e t  f a i r  t rea tment  i n  jobs  (=O) 
(b)  o t h e r ,  depends (=2) 
(c)  leave t h e s e  m a t t e r s  t o  t h e  S t a t e s  and l o c a l  communities (=4) 
(d) don ' t know (=2) 
(e)  no i n t e r e s t  (=2). 
( i i )  Some people  s ay  t h a t  t h e  government i n  Washington should s e e  t o  i t  t h a t  
wh i t e  and Negro c h i l d r e n  a r e  allowed t o  go t o  t h e  same schools .  Others  
c la im t h a t  t h i s  is  no t  t h e  government's bus iness .  Have you been con- 
cerned enough about  t h i s  ques t ion  t o  f avo r  one s i d e  over  t h e  o t h e r ?  
[ I f  yes ]  Do you t h i n k  t h e  government i n  Washington should -- 
. . . . .  . 
(a) s e e  t o  i t  t h a t  whi te  and Negro c h i l d r e n  go t o  t h e  same schools  (=O) 
(b) o t h e r ,  depends (=2) 
(c) s t a y  o u t  of t h i s  a r e a  as it  is none of i t s  bus ines s  (=4) 
(d) don ' t  know (=2) 
(e)  no i n t e r e s t  (=2) 
Note: The i n t e r - c o r r e l a t i o n  of t h e  two Government Act ion i tems  is  .43, which 
i s  higher than the  cor re la t ions  of e i t h e r  i t e m  with items from the  
other  scales .  
Also note t h a t  a  high score  on the  Temperature s ca l e  ind ica tes  p o s i t i v e  
fee l ings ,  while a high score  on t he  Segregationism and Government Action 
sca les  ind ica tes 'nega t ive  pol icy  o r ien ta t ion .  
FOOTNOTES 
I 
I n  t h i s  paper,  an " in t e r - e thn ic  a t t i t u d e "  i s  def ined  as "an a t t i t u d e  
which a person has  toward some o r  a l l  members of an  e t h n i c  group, provided 
t h a t  t h e  a t t i t u d e  is inf luenced  t o  some degree  by knowledge (or  presumed 
knowledge) of t h e  o t h e r  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  group membership" (Harding, e t  a l . ,  
1968:3). Also fol lowing Harding, e t  a l .  (1968:3), an "e thn ic  group" i s  
de f ined  as "a c o l l e c t i o n  of people considered both by themselves and by 
o t h e r  people t o  have i n  common one o r  more of t h e  fo l lowing  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s :  
(1) r e l i g i o n ,  (2) r a c i a l  o r i g i n  ( a s  i nd ica t ed  by r e a d i l y  i d e n t i f i a b l e  
p h y s i c a l  f e a t u r e s ) ,  (3)  n a t i o n a l  o r i g i n ,  o r  (4) language and c u l t u r a l  
cond i t i ons .  " 
20n a s c a l e  cons t ruc ted  from i tems i n  t h e  1968 SRC survey measuring pro- 
p o r t i o n  of b l acks  perceived by t h e  respondent  i n  neighborhood, l o c a l  g rade  
school ,  j u n i o r  high school ,  h igh  school ,  work p l ace ,  and shopping c e n t e r ,  
each  component i t em was scored from 0 ( f o r  " a l l  white") through 1 ("mostly 
white") ,  2 ("about ha l f  and ha l f " ) ,  t o  3 ("mostly Negrd), t o  y i e l d  a maximum 
p o s s i b l e  range  from 0 t o  18. For t h e  1,366 wh i t e s  measured by t h i s  s c a l e ,  t h e  
mean s c o r e  was 3.59, sugges t ing  t h a t  t h e  average  l e v e l  of con tac t  wi th  b l acks  
among whi te  Americans is  ve ry  low. 
3 ~ o t e  t h a t  t hese  d a t a  were c o l l e c t e d  i n  D e t r o i t ,  a c i t y  o f t e n  regarded a s  
one of t h e  most v i g i l a n t  pockets  of an t i -bus ing  sen t iment ,  and indeed, f u l l y  
93 pe rcen t  of t h e  respondents  i n  Brannon, et a l . ' s  survey thought t h e i r  neigh- 
b o r s  were opposed t o  open housing. Given t h e  o v e r a l l  l a c k  of va r i ance  i n  
perce ived  ne ighbor ' s  s t a n c e  a g a i n s t  open housing i n  t h e  D e t r o i t  a r e a ,  it is  
i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  no te  t h a t  respondents  i n  t h e  survey who were opposed t o  open 
housing were s l i g h t l y  more l i k e l y  t o  s i g n  a p e t i t i o n  c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  t h e i r  
s t a n c e  than  were respondents  w i th  a n  o r i e n t a t i o n  f avor ing  open housing (85 
pe rcen t  c o n s i s t e n t  i n  t h e  former group ve r sus  70 percent  c o n s i s t e n t  i n  t h e  
l a t t e r  group J. 
4 ~ h e  sample has  a t o t a l  N of 1,557, 14  of whom are wrong respondents  
s e l e c t e d  a c c i d e n t a l l y ,  l e a v i n g  an  - N of 1,543. 
' ~ e c a u s e  the  Temperature Toward Blacks s c a l e  is made up of a s i n g l e  i t e m ,  
wh i l e  t h e  Segregationism and Government Act ion s c a l e s  each comprise two i tems ,  
it  i s  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  t h e  l a t t e r  two s c a l e s  may have s l i g h t l y  h ighe r  r e l i a b i l i t y  
c o e f f i c i e n t s .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e  former s c a l e  o f f e r s  respondents  a n  un- 
broken continuum on which t o  p l a c e  themselves,  whereas t h e  two l a t t e r  s c a l e s  
con ta in  i t e m s  o f f e r i n g  fewer response  op t ions ,  making e r r o r  more consequen t i a l  
f o r  t h e  respondent ' s  s co re .  The two l a t t e r  s c a l e s  have es t imated  r e l i a b i l i t y  
(a lpha)  c o e f f i c i e n t s  of .632 and .608  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  Assuming a lower bound 
r e l i a b i l i t y  e s t i m a t e  of . 5  f o r  t h e  Temperature Toward Blacks s c a l e  (and 
assuming any r e l i a b i l i t y  between . 5  and u n i t y  f o r  t h e  o t h e r  t h r e e  measures i n  
Table 1 ) ,  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  i n  Table 1 can be co r r ec t ed  f o r  p o s s i b l e  d i f f e r e n -  
t i a l  a t t enua t ion :  t h e  p a t t e r n  of t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  remains unchanged ( t h e  
c o r r e c t i o n  procedures  a r e  given i n  Bohrnstedt ,  1970:84, 89) .  
6 
A m e a s u r e - r e f l e c t i n g  a Southern upbringing r a t h e r  than  c u r r e n t  r e s i d e n c e  
i n  t h e  South w a s  chosen because it was f e l t  t h a t  t h e  former measure was more 
l i k e l y  t o  i n d i c a t e  a prolonged exposure t o  a Southern mi l i eu ,  and a t  a n  
e s p e c i a l l y  format ive  per iod  i n  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  l i f e .  According t o  d a t a  
presented by Converse, e t  a l .  (1969:1103), on ly  a smal l  p ropor t ion  of wh i t e s  
r a i s e d  i n  t h e  South r e s ided  o u t s i d e  t h e  South a t  t h e  t ime of t h e  survey 
(approximately 1 6  percent ) .  
7 ~ h i l e  my assumptions about  t h e  temporal o rde r ing  a r e  r e a d i l y  j u s t i f i e d  
a t  t h e  conceptual  l e v e l ,  one empi r i ca l  d i f f i c u l t y  a s soc i a t ed  w i t h  t h i s  
o rde r ing  should be  noted. Respondents were asked about  t h e i r  t empera ture  
toward each of t h e  p o l i t i c a l  cand ida t e s  i n  t h e  p o s t - e l e c t i o n  i n t e r v i e w  r a t h e r  
than  t h e  pre-e lec t ion  in t e rv i ew,  and thus  t h e  v a r i a b l e s  were measured i n  t h e  
fo l lowing  order :  vo t ing  i n t e n t i o n ,  v o t e ,  temperature toward t h e  candida te .  
While i t  might be  argued t h a t  t h e  measure of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  thus  r e p r e s e n t s  
a post-vot ing r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n  more than  a p re -e l ec t ion  sou rce  of v o t i n g  be- 
hav io r ,  I have r e t a i n e d  t h e  o rde r ing  on t h e  fo l lowing  grounds. F i r s t ,  t h e  
temperature s c a l e s  were completely independent of one another ,  so  t h a t  by 
express ing  warm f e e l i n g s  toward one candida te ,  t h e  respondent was n o t  pre- 
vented  from express ing  warm f e e l i n g s  toward a competing candida te .  Thus, t h e  
. . 
measure of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward each cand ida t e  should n o t  be  a s  in-  
f luenced  by p r i o r  vo t ing  d e c i s i o n  a s  would be  a n  a f f e c t i v e  r a n k i n g  of t h e  
candida tes .  Second, i t  is  hypothesized t h a t  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward a 
cand ida t e  a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  s t a b l e  (compared w i t h  vo t ing  i n t e n t i o n s )  dur ing  t h e  
cou r se  of t h e  campaign, making t h e  measure a f a i r l y  r e l i a b l e  i n d i c a t o r  of 
a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  p r i o r  t o  t h e  vo te .  The a f f e c t i v e  component of an 
a t t i t u d e  is  no t  conceptual ized a s  a temporal ly  d i s c r e t e  v a r i a b l e  t h a t  must 
cease  be fo re  t h e  next  v a r i a b l e  i n  t h e  c a u s a l  cha in  can s t a r t ,  bu t  i s  assumed 
t o  cont inue  contemporaneously wi th  t h e  behaviora l  p r e d i s p o s i t i o n s  t h a t  i t  
p a r t l y  determines.  F i n a l l y ,  n o t e  t h a t  t h e  h igher  a s s o c i a t i o n s  of t h e  measures 
of  a t t i t u d e  toward b lacks  w i t h  Temperature Toward Wallace than  wi th  e i t h e r  
I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace o r  a c t u a l  Vote f o r  Wallace lend  suppor t  t o  t h e  
assumption t h a t  t h e  measure of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward Wallace r e p r e s e n t s  
something more fundamental than  a post-vote  r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n .  To t h e  e x t e n t  
t h a t  t h e  measure of temperature .toward Wallace is  inf luenced  by v o t i n g  
dec is ion , .  i t s  empi r i ca l  a s s o c i a t i o n  wi th  p o l i c y  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward b l acks  w i l l  
b e  a conserva t ive  e s t ima te ,  given t h e  comparat ively poor a s s o c i a t i o n  of 
a c t u a l  v o t e  f o r  Wallace w i t h  p o l i c y  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward blacks.  
8 ~ h e  two added v a r i a b l e s  t h a t  y i e l d  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  r e g r e s s i o n  
c o e f f i c i e n t s  i n  equat ion  (a) a r e  t h e  Government Action s c a l e  and t h e  dummy 
f o r  Southern upbringing. Since the re  i s  no t h e o r e t i c a l  b a s i s  f o r  expecting 
only these  two var iab les  out  of the  f i v e  t o  have an e f f e c t  on In ten t ion  t o  
Vote f o r  Wallace (over and above t h e  e f f e c t  of Temperature Toward Wallace), 
t h e r e  would be l i t t l e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  including d i r e c t  paths from these  two 
v a r i a b l e s  t o  Xg i n  Figure 6 .  The f a c t  t h a t  t h e  regress ion c o e f f i c i e n t s  
associa ted  with both these  va r iab les  a r e  small  makes t h i s  decision e a s i e r .  
Table 1: C o r r e l a t i o n s  of three i n d i c a t o r s  of a t t i t u d e  toward 
b l acks  w i t h  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s ,  b e h a v i o r a l  i n t e n t i o n ,  
and behav io r  toward George Wallace.  
, - Temperature Government 
toward b l acks  Segrega t ion ism Action 
Temperature 
toward Wallace - . I95 , 3 2 0  .243 
I n t e n t i o n  t o  -. 145 
vo te  f o r  Wallace 
Vote f o r  Wallace -. 111 .I82 . I68  
Source: SRC 1968 ' P r e s i d e n t i a l  E l e c t i o n  Survey of  :the United 
S t a t e s  (non-whites excluded,  N=1,366) . 
T a b l e  2: Ø egressions of v o t i n g  b e h a v i o r  variables on t h r e e  
i n d i c a t o r s  o f  a t t i t u d e  t o w a r d  b l a c k s .  
D e p e n d e n t  
V a r i a b l e  I n t e r c e p t  X 3  X2 X1 R~ 
Temp. Toward  
Wallace 1 9 . 6 5 2  1 . 4 7 5  2 . 9 9 9  . I 2 1 9  
( . 1 5 0 ) * *  ( . 2 6 7 )  
I1 2 7 . 7 4 9  1 . 3 8 5  2 . 2 7 2  -. 1 1 3  . I 2 7 1  
( . 1 4 0 )  ( .  2 4 3 )  ( -  . 0 7 8 )  
I n t e n t i o n  t o  
vote Wallace . - .020*  . 0  1 6  . 0 2 2  . 0 7 4 1  
( .  1 4 9 )  ( .  1 8 2 )  
V o t e  Wallace -. 007* . O  11 . 0  15 . 0 4 5 6  
( .  1 1 9 )  ( .  1 4 1 )  
Temp. t o w a r d  
Humphrey 6 8 . 5 0 1  - 1 . 5 7 4  -. 786 . 0 5 7 3  
( -  . 1 9 5 )  ( - . 0 8 6 )  
I n t e n t i o n  t o  
vote Humphrey . 3 6 4  -. 0 2 2  - . 0 1 2  . 0 3 8 0  
(-. 1 5 5 )  (-.  0  7 5 )  
I1 
V o t e  
Humphrey 
I1 . 2 7 5  -. 0 1 9  - . 0 1 3  . 0 0 1  .0440  
( - . 1 3 3 )  ( - . 0 8 2 )  ( . 0 6 5 )  
Temp. t o w a r d  
N i x o n  6 5 . 6 7 3  . 4 0 2  . .020* . O O  3 4  
( . 0 5  8 )  ( .003) 
I n t e n t i o n  
t o  vote N i x o n  . 3 6 5  . 0  15 - .022 . 0 1 5 5  
( . 0 9 1 )  ( - . 1 2 3 )  
Table 2 ( con t inued )  
Dependent 
Var i ab le  I n t e r c e p t  X3 X2 X1 R~ 
Vote Nixon 
11 
X1 Lmpera tu re  %ward Blacks 
X2 Segrega t ion ism s c a l e  
X3 Government Act ion s c a l e  
* S t a t i s t i c a l l y  i n s i g n i f i c a n t  a t  .05 l e v e l  
** Standa rd i zed  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t s  p r e s e n t e d  i n  pa ren theses  
Source: SRC 1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  E l e c t i o n  Survey o f  t h e  United 
S t a t e s  (non-whites excluded,  N=1,366) . 
Table 3: Regress ions  of  Temperature Toward Wallace on Segrega t ion ism 
s c a l e ,  Government Act ion scale, Southern  Upbringing,  and 
A t t i t u d i n a l  I n t e n s i t y :  Es t ima te s  from Equat ions  ( 4) 
and ( 5 ) "  
Equation I n t e r c e p t  
X2 Segrega t ion  s c a l e  
X 3  Government Act ion s c a l e  
X 4  A t t i t u d i n a l  I n t e n s i t y  (dummy) 
X6 Southern r a i s e d  (dummy) 
* A l l  e s t i m a t e s  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  beyond t h e  
.05 l e v e l .  
**  Standard ized  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t s  p r e s e n t e d  i n  
pa ren theses .  
Source: SRC 1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  E l e c t i o n  Survey of  t h e  United 
S t a t e s  (non-whites excluded,  N=1,366) . 
Table 4: ( a )  Regression of I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace on (i) Temperature Toward 
Wallace,  and (ii) i n d i c a t o r s  of a t t i t u d e  toward b l acks  having d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  
on Temperature Toward Wallace. 
Dependent 
Var i ab l e  I n t e r c e p t  '8 '3 '2 '4 '7 '6 R* 
( b )  Regress ion of Vote f o r  Wallace on (i) Temperature Toward Wallace and 
I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace,  and (ii) i n d i c a t o r s  of a t t i t u d e  toward 
b l acks  having d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  on Temperature Toward Wallace. 
Dependent 
VarF ab l e  I n t e r c e p t  X9 '8 '3 '2 '4 '7 .X6 R* 
* S t a t i s t i c a l l y  i n s i g n i f i c a n t  (p)  .0 5) 
* *  Standard ized  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t s  p re sen ted  i n  pa ran theses .  
Var iab le  names p re sen ted  i n  F igure  6. 
Source: SRC 1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  ~ l e c t i o n  Su rvey .o f  t h e  United S t a t e s  (non-whites 
excluded,  N=1,366) . 
Figure  1: E f f e c t s  of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  and a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n s  
toward b l a c k s  on Temperature Toward Wallace.  * 
XI Temperature Toward Blacks  X3 Government Act ion  S c a l e  
X2 Segregat ionism X8 Temperature Toward Wallace 
* A l l  pa ths  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  beyond .05. 
Source: SRC 1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  E l e c t i o n  Survey o f  t h e  United 
S t a t e s  (non-whites excluded,  N=1,366) . 
Figure  2: Re la t i pnsh ip  between Segrega t ion ism and Temperature 
/- Toward Wallace,  f o r  Southern  and non-Southern r a i s e d  respondents ,  c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  Government Act ion  S c a l e .  
Source: SRC 1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  E l e c t i o n  Survey of  the 
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F i g u r e  3: R e l a t i o n s h i p  between S e g r e g a t i o n i s m  and Tempera ture  
Toward Wal lace . ,  f o r  h i g h  and low i n t e n s i t y  o f  o p i n i o n  
on r a c i a l  i s s u e ,  and f o r  S o u t h e r n  and non-Southern 
r a i s e d ,  c o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  Government A c t i o n  scale. 
Source:  SRC 1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  E l e c t i o n  Survey o f  
the Uni ted  S t a t e s  (non-whi tes  e x c l u d e d ,  N=1,366) . 
. 
. 
High 1nt ensi ty/~outh . 
Low 1nt ensity/sout h 
. High 1nt ens i ty /non~outh  
Low 1nt ensity/non-South . 
. 
I I I I I I I 8' 
S e g r e g a t i o n i s m  
- . -  
F i g  3 :  . ~ e l a t i o n s h i ~ s  'between a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward I 
Wallace,  Gehavior i n t e n t i o n ,  and a c t u a l  behavior  
toward Wallace.  * 
X8 Temperature Toward Wallace 
X9 I n t e n t i o n .  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace (d&uny) - --. :-. . 
. - 
X 1 O  
Vote f o r  Wallace (dummy) 
* A l l  , . pa ths  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  beyond . 05 .  
. - .  . - 
Source: .SRC 1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  E l e c t i o n  Survey o f  t h e  United 
- .  S t a t e s  (non-whites excluded,  N=1,366) . 
Figure  5: The e f f e c t s  of a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward t h e  c a n d i d a t e ' s  
p a r t y ,  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  toward t h e  cand ida t e ,  and 
b e h a v i o r a l  i n t e n t i o n ,  on v o t i n g  de 'c i s ion .*  
X1 Temperature Toward Dem. P a r t y  X5 Temp. Toward Repub. P a r t y  
X2 Temperature Toward Humphrey X6 Temp. Toward Nixon 
Xj I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  Humphrey X, I n t e n t .  t o  Vote f o r  Nixon 
(dummy 
X4 Vote f o r  Humphrey (dummy) X8 Vote f o r  Nixon 
* A l l  p a t h s  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  beyond .05. 
Source: SRC 1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  E l e c t i o n  Survey o f  the. 
United S t a t e s  (non-whites excluded,  N=1,366) . 
Figure  6 :  F i n a l  model of r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between ( a )  a f f e c t i v e  f e e l i n g s  and 
a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward b l a c k s ,  and (b )  i n d i c a t o r s  of a t t i t u d e  
toward b l acks  and behavior  toward b lacks .  * 
Figu re  6 : ( c o n t i n u e d )  
X, Temperature Toward Blacks  -. 
X2 Seg rega t i on i sm  
X3 Government Ac t i on  S c a l e  
X4 A t t i t u d i n a l  I n t e n s i t y  (dummy) 
X5 Temperature Toward Blacks  x High I n t e n s i t y  
X6 Sou the rn - r a i s ed  
X, Seg rega t i on i sm  x High I n t e n s i t y  
X8 Temperature Toward Wallace 
X9 
I n t e n t i o n  t o  Vote f o r  Wallace (dummy) 
X1o Vote f o r  Wal lace  (dummy) 
* A l l  p a t h s  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  . s i g n i f i c a n t  beyond .05.  
Source:  SRC 1968 P r e s i d e n t i a l  E l e c t i o n  Survey o f  t h e  Uni ted  
S t a t e s  (non-whites  exc luded ,  N=1,366) . 
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